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OPINION 581 

DETERMINATION OF THE GENERIC NAIMES FOR THE FALLOW 
DEER OF EUROPE AND THE VIRGINIA DEER OF AMERICA (CLASS 

MAMMALIA) 

RULING. —(1) Under the plenary powers : 

(a) the generic name Dama Frisch, 1775 (a name published in a work 

rejected for nomenclatorial purposes by the ruling given in Opinion 
258) is hereby validated ; 

(b) the nominal species Cervus dama Linnaeus, 1758, is hereby designated 

to be the type-species of the genus so named. 

(2) The following generic names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Generic Barnes in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified : 

(a) Dama Frisch, 1775 (gender : feminine), type-species, by designation 

under the plenary powers in (l)(b) above, Cervus dama Linnaeus, 
1758 (Name No. 1390) ; 

(b) Odocoileus Rafinesque, 1832 (gender: masculine), type-species, by 

monotypy, Odocoileus speleus Rafinesque, 1832 (Name No. 1391). 

(3) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified : 

(a) dama Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Cervus dama (type- 

species of Dama Frisch, 1775) (Name No. 1697) ; 

(b) speleus Rafinesque, 1832, as published in the binomen Odocoileus speleus 

(type-species of Odocoileus Rafinesque, 1832) (Name No. 1698) ; 

(c) virginiana Zimmermann, 1780, as published in the binomen Dama 

virginiana (Name No. 1699). 

(4) The following generic names are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified: 

(a) Dama Zimmermann, 1777 (a name published in a work rejected for 

nomenclatorial purposes by the ruling given in Opinion 257) (Name 
No. 1311); 

(b) The following junior homonyms of Dama Frisch, 1775 : 

(i) Dama Zimmermann, 1780 (Name No. 1312); 

(ii) Dama C. Hamilton Smith, 1827 (Name No. 1313); 

(iii) Damn J. E. Gray, 1850 (Name No. 1314); 

(c) Dama J. E. Gray, 1S25 (a nomen nudum) (Name No. 1315). 

HISTORY OF THE CASE (Z.N.(S.) 96) 

The history of the case was described, and the arguments in support of 
differing views expressed by specialists set out, in the following report (slightly 
modified historically) prepared by Mr. R. V. Melville, when Assistant Secretary, 
for the information of the Commission. 

. “ The present case originated in April 1915 in a letter from Dr. Marcus W. 
Lyon (Howard Univers ity, Washington, D.C.) to Dr. Stiles (then Secretary to 

Bull. zool. Nomencl., Y T ol. 17, pts. 9-11. September 1960. 
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the Commission) pointing out that the generic name Dama, long universally 
used for Cervus dama Linnaeus, 1758 (the fallow deer of Europe), should 
strictly be used for the Virginia deer of America ; for the name was first validly 
published by Zimmermann, 1780 (Geogr. Gesch. 2 : 129) with Dama virginiana 
Zimmermann as the sole originally included species, therefore the type-species 
by monotypy. Dr. Lyon deplored the necessity thus shown of dropping the 
well-known generic name Odocoileus Rafinesque, 1832, for the Virginia deer 
and of transferring Dama away from the fallow deer of Europe. 

“2. Dr. Stiles submitted the question of the availability of Dama 
Zimmermann, 1780, to the late Dr. F. A. Bather, who reported that in his view 
while the specific name virginiana was available as from Zimmermann’s work, 
the generic name Dama was not, and should be disregarded. Dr. G. S. Miller 
(U.S. Treasury, Washington, D.C.), in a letter dated 15 November 1928, held 
that Zimmermann had merely quoted the generic name in its pre-Linnean use 
as the Latin vernacular name for the fallow deer, and that he had not in fact 
proposed it as a generic name. 

“ 3. No further progress was made with the case before the transfer of the 
Secretariat to Mr. Hemming in London. An attempt by Air. Hemming in 
1944 to obtain further information proved abortive, and in fact it was not 
until the Commission met in Paris in 1948 that the next step was taken. The 
Commission then agreed (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 551) (a) that the generic 
name Dama and the specific name virginiana as published in the binomen 
Dama virginiana were available names as from Zimmermann, 1780, and (b) to 
examine the question whether the resulting transfer of the generic name 
from a European to an American species would cause such confusion as to 
justify the use of the plenary powers. Specialists were recommended not to 
transfer the name Dama in that way pending the outcome of this examination. 

“ 4. The generic name Dama had in fact been used for Cervus dama , the 
European fallow deer, before Zimmermann, 1780, used it for the Virginia deer, 
namely by Frisch (1775, Natur-System vierf. Thiere : 3), but this work in which 
the principles of binominal nomenclature were not observed, was rejected by 
the Commission at its Paris meeting (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 549 ; Opinion 258). 

“5. The next stage in the development of the case was the publication 
of a note by Dr. T. C. S. Morrison-Scott in J. Mamm. 32 : 125-126, February 
1951 in which the Commission was asked to use its plenary powers to validate 
Dama Frisch, 1775, and to designate Cervus dama Linnaeus, 1758, as its 
type-species. This would have the effect of rendering Dama Zimmermann, 
1780, an invalid homonym and would thus effectively prevent the use of 
the name for the Virginia deer. This proposal was supported by Dr. Karl P. 
Schmidt, Dr. C. C. Sanborn, Dr. D. Dwight Davis, Dr. Bryan Patterson and 
Dr. Rainer Zangerl, all of the Chicago Natural History Museum, and by 
Dr. Robert Iv. Enders (Swarthmore College, Pennsylvania, U.S.A.). Dr. Angel 
Cabrera, on the other hand, objected on the grounds that it was absurd to 
validate names from works that had been suppressed, and suggesting that 
it would be better to validate, Dama as from the next author to use it for the 
European fallow deer (namely, Hamilton Smith, 1827, in Griffith’s Cuvier, 
Animal Kingdom 5 : 306). 
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“6. A short note setting out the issues in this case was published by 
Mr. Hemming (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 7 : 197-198) and Dr. Morrison-Scott’s 
proposal was re-published, accompanied by a report by Mr. Hemming, in 1954 
(Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 293-298). Mr. Hemming’s proposals incorporated 
those of Dr. Morrison-Scott and complemented them from the technical point 
of view. He was at pains to point out that, on the one hand, the Commission 
possesses and has usefully exercised the power to validate names published 
in rejected works, when it is desirable in the interests of stability of nomenclature 
to do so ; and, on the other hand, that in the 52 years intervening between 
Frisch’s 1775 and Smith’s 1827 usage of Dama for the European fallow deer, 
one or more usages of that name in some other sense might well have taken 
place and that some other name might during that interval have been proposed 
for the European fallow deer. Either of these eventualities—and both might 
have occurred—would, on discovery, necessitate second or even further appeals 
to the plenary powers in order to secure the position of Dama Hamilton-Smith, 
1827. 

“7. The proposed use of the plenary powers to validate Dama Frisch, 
1775, was supported by Dr. Julian Huxley, but the other results of the publication 
of Air. Hemming’s report were of a surprising nature. The five Chicago 
zoologists, who had originally supported Dr. Morrison-Scott’s proposal, now 
wrote (27 January 1955) : ‘ Opinion 258 declared Frisch’s Natur-System , 1775, 
not available for nomenclatural purposes. This ruling has the effect, in our 
judgment, of voiding the Morrison-Scott request and cancels our support for it. 
We now recommend that the Commission, by use of its plenary powers, 
validate the generic name Dama Hamilton-Smith, 1827, with type Cervus dama 
Linnaeus, as counter-proposed by Dr. Angel Cabrera (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 
299-300). Arguments presented by Hemming (ibid. : 293-297) in favour of 
Dama Frisch, 1775, are irrelevant. We firmly believe that the use of the 
plenary powers by the Commission for validation of a name from any nomen- 
clatorially acceptable source insures stabilization of that name. There is no 
need or justification for the Commission to attempt to validate a generic name 
from a source it has already rejected.’ On the same date the following letter 
was sent by Dr. A. L. Rand (Birds), Dr. R. F. Inger (Herpetology), Dr. Henry 
S. Dybas (Insects), Dr. Philip Hershkovita (Mammals), Dr. Emmet R. Blake 
(Birds), Dr. Rupert L. Wenzel (Insects) and Dr. Fritz Haas (Lower Inverte¬ 
brates), of the Chicago Natural History Museum ; ‘ We recommend that Dama 
Hamilton-Smith, 1827, with type Cervus dama Linnaeus, be validated as the 
generic name for the European fallow deer, and condemn all attempts to 
validate a name from an officially rejected source when the Commission has 
the power to stabilize the use of the name from any nomenclatorially available 
source.’ 

“8. Further letters in support of Dama Hamilton Smith, 1827, were sent 
to the Commission by Dr. Gerd Diesselhorst (Birds), Dr. Herbert Engel 
(Mollusca), Dr. Wolfgang Engelhardt (Invertebrates), Dr. Walter Forster 
(Insects), Dr. Theodor Haltenorth (Vertebrates), Dr. Walter Hellmich (Reptiles 
and Amphibia) and Dr. Otto Schindler (Fishes) of the Zoologische Sammlung, 
Munich, Germany (10 February 1955) ; Dr. R. L. Peterson (Royal Ontario 
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Museum, Canada) (4 February 1955) ; Dr. William H. Burt (Mammals), Dr. J. 
Speed Rogers (Director), Dr. Reeve M. Bailey (Fishes), Dr. Norman E. Hartweg 
and Dr. Charles F. Walker (Reptiles and Amphibians), Dr. Emmet T. Hooper 
(Mammals), Dr. Theodore H. Hubbell (Insects), Dr. Robert W. Storer (Birds) 
and Dr. Henry van der Schalie (Mollusca) of the University of Michigan 
(IS February 1955) (this letter was almost word for word the same as that 
signed by Dr. A. L. Rand and others of Chicago) ; Dr. A. M. Husson (Rijks- 
museum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, Netherlands (12 March 1955) 
(identical with Dr. Rand’s letter) ; Dr. Robert Mertens, Dr. Elli Franz, Dr. Adolf 
Zilch, Dr. Heinz Felten, Dr. Joachim Steinbacher and Dr. Wolfgang Klausewitz, 
of the Senckenbergische Naturforschende Gesellschaft, Frankfurt a.M., 
Germany (16 March 1955). In all, 37 zoologists support the validation of 
Dama as from Hamilton Smith, 1S27. 

“ 9. Support for the validation of Dama Frisch, 1775, was sent on 10 March 
1955 by Dr. Douglas E. Bryan, Dr. Nelson R. Cooley, Dr. John E. Egerton, 
Dr. Bryan P. Glass, Dr. D. E. Howell, Dr. Wendell R. Krull, Dr. Allan D. 
Linder, Dr. George A. Moore and Dr. Jones D. Reeves of Oklahoma Agricultural 
and Mechanical College, Stillwater, Oklahoma. In all, eleven zoologists 
support the validation of Dama as from Frisch, 1775. 

“ 10. It is clear that there is massive support (from 48 zoologists) for the 
stabilization of the generic name Dama for the European fallow deer, but wide 
disagreement as to how this end should be achieved. The opposite view was 
expressed on 15 June 1956 by Dr. E. Raymond Hall (University of Kansas, 
U.S.A.) and three members of the Committee on Nomenclature of the American 
Society of Mammalogists, who hold that the Code should be strictly applied 
so as to transfer Dama to the Virginia deer of America and to apply the never 
used name Platyceros to the fallow deer. One other member of this Committee 
favoured Dama Hamilton Smith, 1827, and one other member had no opinion. 
Dr. Luis de la Torre (University of Southern California) published a paper 
favouring the retention of Dama for the fallow deer (1959, Nat. Hist. Miscell. 
No. 167). 

“11. The difference of opinion as to the means to be used for securing the 
application of Dama to the fallow deer appears to be based on a point of principle ; 
should the Commission, or should it not, use its plenary powers to validate 
names rejected for nomenclatorial purposes ? As Mr. Hemming pointed out 
in his Report (see paragraph 6 above), this question of principle has already 
been answered in the affirmative by the Commission and the Congress (Bull, 
zool. Nomencl. 4 : 65 ; 5 : 23-26). Those specialists listed in paragraphs 7 and 8 
above who oppose the validation of Dama Frisch, 1775, in principle are thus 
discussing a question which has already been answered against them ; while 
the coincidence in time, and the identity or close similarity in wording of their 
letters suggests an attempt to force the hand of the Commission in the present 
issue. These zoologists take the view that the stabilization of any name in a 
particular sense under the plenary powers is sufficient to protect that name for 
all time from attempts to give it another meaning, or to replace it by another 
name. Mr. Hemming’s contrary view was that no action by the Commission 
can be regarded as satisfactory unless it contained its own safeguards against 
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future repeated uses of the plenary powers to reinforce a decision already taken 
under those powers. Thus, if Dama Frisch, 1775, is validated, all later uses 
ol that name will be automatically invalid under the Law of Homonymy 
and all later names with the same meaning will be automatically invalid under 
the Law of Priority, and no further use of the plenary powers to safeguard 
Damci Frisch, 1775, will conceivably be necessary except in the unlikely event 
ot the discovery of a senior homonym or a senior synonym. The suppression 
of Dama Zimmermann, 1780, so as to validate Dama Hamilton Smith 18’7 
on the other hand, would not eliminate the possibility of further recourse to the 

Pl6 Kv Y ,?°i"? rS ’ perha P s on more than one occasion, in connection with names 
published between 1775 and 1827. It may be true, as the Chicago specialists 
and their supporters say, that Dama Hamilton Smith, 1827, once validated 
under the plenary powers and placed on the Official List, cannot be displaced 
by another name, nor be applied in a different sense from that given to it by 
the Commission, but this approach does not take account of the names of 
intermediate date that may be found in the future, nor of the fact that such 
names, if satisfymg the relevant criteria of availability, could only be disposed 
of by suppression under the plenary powers. 1 

12. The hands of the Commission are not, of course, tied in any way by the 
Congress decision referred to above : that is, it is not compelled to validate 
Hama Fnsch 1775 merely because it has the right to do so. There are in 
effect three alternative courses of action in the present case. The first would be 

a V efU !, e , he r ; Cq r St t0 apply the pIenar y P 0 ' v ers at all (this is the course 

Stheffill 7 ?' y T. Ha ” and three 0f his collea gues), so that the name 
of tlw fallow deer would b 6 changed from Dama to Platyceros, and the name of 

the Virginia deer from Odocoileus to Dama. The second and third alternatives 
are to use the plenary powers either (a) to validate Dama Frisch, 1775 and to 

1780 so ® fficial List, or (b) to suppress Dama Zimmermann, 

1 /bU so as to validate Dama Hamilton Smith, 1827. 

t , “ 13 ‘ Gf th e three alternatives outlined in the preceding paragraph, only 

To ado°t d 'fT b Tii. red T d t0 Pre ° ise termS (BulL zooL Nomencl. 9 ; 297) 
To adopt either of the other two alternatives it would be necessary in the 
case of the first alternative y ’ m tne 

(1) tC> names ^ ^ ° fficial List of Generic Names in Zoology the generic 

(a) Dama Zimmermann, 1780 (gender : feminine), type-species, by 

monotypy Dama virginiana Zimmermami 1780 ■ 

(b) Platyceros Zimmermann, 17S0 (gender : masculine), type-species 

monot yP3 r > Cervus dama Linnaeus, 1758 ; 

(-) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoolo<ry • 

(a) virginiana Zimmermann, 17S0, as published in the binomen 

Vam j l virginiana (type-species of Dama Zimmermann, 1780) ■ 

(b) dama Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Cervus dama 

(type-species of Platyceros Zimmermann, 1780) • 

(3) to place the following generic names on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology • 

(a) Dama Frisch, 1775, and (b) Dama Zimmermann, 1777, published 
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in works rejected for nomenclatorial purposes ; 

(b) the following junior homonyms of Dama Zimmermann, 1780 : 

(i) Dama J. E. Gray, 1825 (a nomen nudum ); 

(ii) Dama Hamilton Smith, 1827 ; 

(iii) Dama J. E. Gray, 1850; 

(Note. —No proposals are required here for Odocoileus Rafinesque, 1832, 
since this would become a junior subjective synonym of Dama 
Zimmermann, 1780.) 

In the case of third alternative (Alternative B), to take the following action 
in addition to that set out in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 300, i.e. 

(e) to use the plenary powers to suppress, for the purposes of both the Law 

of Priority and the Law of Homonymy all uses of the generic name 
Dama later than Frisch, 1775, and prior to Hamilton Smith, 1827 ; 

(f) to use the plenary powers to suppress, for the purposes of the Law of 

Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy the names of 
all nominal genera published after Frisch, 1775, and prior to Hamilton 
Smith, 1827, in which Cervus dama Linnaeus, 1728, was an originally 
included species and for which that species is, or could in the future 
be designated as the type-species : 

(g) to place the generic name Odocoileus Rafinesque, 1832, on the Official 

List of Generic Names in Zoology ; 

(h) as Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 298, point (3).” 

Alternative A is set out in detail in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 297. 

“ POSTSCRIPT 

“ Since the foregoing report was prepared, support has been received 
from the zoologists listed below for the stabilization of Dama for the fallow 
deer and of Odocoileus for the Virginia deer. The number in favour of this 
action is thus increased to 76, drawn from the U.S.A., Canada, Great Britain, 
France, Belgium, Denmark, the Netherlands and Germany. The means 
whereby this end is to be achieved are, however, still to be chosen by the 
Commission. The opposite course of action is favoured, as before, by the 
three American zoologists already mentioned. 

Sir Gavin de Beer (Director, British Museum (Natural History), London), 
Dr. F. C. Fraser (Keeper of Zoology, British Museum (Natural History), 
London), 

Mr. R. W. Hayman (British Museum (Natural History), London), 

Mr. J. Edwards Hill (British Museum (Natural History), London), 

Dr. L. Harrison Matthews (Scientific Director, Zoological Society of London), 
Sir Solly Zuckerman (Secretary, Zoological Society of London). 

Dr. C. F. A. Pantin (University of Cambridge, England). 

Prof. H. R. Hewer (Imperial College of Science and Technology, London). 
Lord Cranbrook (Saxmundham, England). 

Sir John Ellerman (London, England). 

Mr. D. R. Rosevear (Bedford, England). 

Mr. J. Taylor Page (Mammal Society of British Isles, Norwich, England). 
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Miss E. M. Laurie (Epping, Essex, England). 

M. l’Abb6 Lavocat (Ecole Pratique des Hautes Etudes, Paris). 

M. Jean Dorst (Museum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris). 

Dr. F. Petter (Museum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris). 

Prof. J. G. Baer (Universite de Neuchatel, Switzerland). 

M. S. Frechkop (Institute Royal des Sciences Naturelle de Belgique, 
Brussels). 

Prof. R. Sparck (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen). 

Prof. Dr. M. Degerbol (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen). 

Prof. D. A. Hooijer (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, 
Netherlands). 

Prof. L. F. de Beaufort (Amersfoort, Netherlands). 

Dr. A. C. V. van Bemmel (Ass. Director, Royal Zoological Garden, Rotter¬ 
dam). 

Dr. Erna Mohr (Zoologisches Museum, Hamburg, Germany). 

Prof. Dr. M. Eisentraut (Zoologisches Forschungsinstitut, Bonn, Germany). 

Dr. E. Stresemann (Zoologisches Museum der Universitat, Berlin). 

Dr. T. Haltenotth (Zoologische Sammlung der Bayerischen Staates, 
Miinchen). 

Prof. Dr. K. Zimmermann (Custodian of Vertebrates, Zoologischen Museums 
der Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin).” 

The above report was circulated with a Voting Paper to the members of the 
Commission on 31 July 1959. After that date, further support for the validation 
of Darna as the generic name for the European Fallow Deer was received from 
M. G. Teissier (Laboratoire de Zoologie, Universite de Paris), Dr. J. Kenneth 
Doutt (Carnegie Museum, Pittsburgh, U.S.A.), Dr. George Gaylord Simpson 
(Museum of Comparative Zoology, Harvard College, U.S.A.), Dr. H. Felten 
(Senckenberg Museum, Frankfurt-a.-M., Germany), Dr. J. Roche (Museum 
d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris), Dr. H. Kahmann (Munich, Germany), and 
Dr. A. W. F. Banfield (National Museum, Ottawa, Canada). The total number 
of zoologists supporting the stabilization of the generic names Dama and 
Odocoileus in their accustomed senses is thus 83. 

DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

In Voting Paper (59)7, circulated with the above report, the members of the 
Commission were invited to vote, under the Three-Month Rule, in Part 1 
of the voting paper, for or against the use of the plenary powers to determine 
the generic names for the Fallow Deer of Europe and the Virginia Deer of 
America ; and in Part 2, if the vote in Part 1 was in favour of the use of the 
plenary powers, either for Alternative A (validation of Dama Frisch, 1775, as 
set out in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 9 : 297), or for Alternative B (validation of 
Dama Hamilton Smith, 1827) (as set out on p. 4 of the report accompanying 
the Voting Paper). 

At the close of the Voting Period, on 31 October 1959, the state of the 
voting was as follows : 

Part 1, Affirmative votes—twenty-seven (27), received in the following 
order : Holthuis, Vokes, Boschma, Hering, Riley, Mertens, Hemming, do Amaral, 
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Jaczewski, Key, Bodenheimer, Miller, Mayr, Prantl, Dymond, Lemche, Hanko, 
Bonnet, Obruchev, Brinck, Ucliida, Bradley, Kuhnelt, Tortonese, Cabrera, 
Stoll, Poll. 

Negative Votes—none (0). 

Leave of Absence—none (0). 

Voting Papers not returned—none (0). 

Part 2, Alternative A, Affirmative Votes—sixteen (16) : Vokes, Hering, 
Riley, Hemming, Jaczewski, Bodenheimer, Mayr, Lemche, Hanko, Bonnet, 
Obruchev, Brinck, Uchida, Kuhnelt, Tortonese, Stoll. 

Part 2, Alternative B, Affirmative votes—eleven (11) : Holthuis, Boschma, 
Mertens, do Amaral, Key, Miller, Prantl, Dymond, Bradley, Cabrera, Poll. 

Two Commissioners enclosed comments with their Voting Papers, as follows : 

Dr. K. H. L. Key (17 August 1959).—“ 1.1 share the view of those who have 
held that it is bad in principle, and in a sense ridiculous (notwithstanding the 
Paris Congress), to validate a name published in a rejected work—at least if 
another solution is available. The value of rejecting a work as such is that it 
removes (or should remove) any further necessity for referring to it. If we 
have to consider, for each ‘ rejected ’ work, which names in it have been 
exempted from the rejection, it would be more logical to leave the work available 
and to suppress the objectionable names. 

“ 2. The procedure set out in (e) and (f) under Alternative B is the answer 
to Hemming’s objections referred to especially in para. 11 of your statement of 
31 July. I would have liked to see you state explicitly that this procedure 
does in fact deprive Hemming’s argument of all force, because a Commissioner 
who relied on the main text of the statement and did not read carefully the 
actual wording of (e) and (f) might not realise this. 

“3. Although I have voted for Alternative B, I regard it as a defect of this 
proposal that the relevant period should be cited as ‘ later than Frisch, 1775, 
and prior to Hamilton Smith, 1827 \ I can see no grounds for the reference 
to Frisch. What we have to secure is that all names published prior to Hamilton 
Smith, 1827, which might threaten Dama as of that date should be suppressed. 
It seems to me immaterial whether such names were published before or after 
1775. I hope it may be possible to modify this part of the proposal.” 

Dr. Angel Cabrera (15 August 1959).—“As you will see, I do not change 
my mind about the acceptation of names in works included in the Index. Of 
course, this has been done before, but tins does not imply that we are to do it 
at every opportunity, especially when it is not absolutely necessary. In 
the present case, it is quite feasible to fix Dama for the Old World fallow deer 
without resorting to a rejected work. The argument that in the intervening 
years between 1775 and 1827 either another usage of Dama or other generic 
names for the fallow deer might be discovered, seems to me of no importance 
at all, since it is possible to avoid this difficulty as shown by points (e) and (f) 
of Alternative B. On the other hand, if we validate Dama Frisch, 1775, there 
will remain the danger of senior homonyms or senior synonyms. I do not think 
this more unlikely than the discovery of these between the dates of Frisch 
and of Hamilton Smith. At all events, all this may be avoided by bringing 
back to 1758 the suppressions intended in the foregoing points. 
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. . It is a significant fact that Dama has been employed as from Hamilton 
Smith, 1827, in such important works as IVIiller’s " Catalogue of the Mammals 
of Western Europe ’, 1912, and Lydekker’s ‘ Catalogue of the Ungulate 
Mammals 4, 1915, and by Hilzheimer, also, in so popular a book as the 
modern edition of Brehm’s ‘ Tierleben 13, 1920. In fact, Dama Hamilton 
Smith, 1827, and not Dama Frisch, 1775, is the name which has been in general 
use for 130 years. Now, Ellerman and Morrison-Scott, 1951 : 3, appear as 
supporting the non-availability of Frisch, ‘ apart from this one name * {Dama). 
I cannot see any serious reason for this exception.” 

Original References 

The following are the original references for names placed on Official Lists 
and Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion : 

Dama Frisch, 1775, Natur-System : 3, [31], table at end 
Dama Zimmermaim, 1777, Spec. Zool. geogr. : 353, 532 
Dama Zimmermami, 1780, Geogr. Gesch. Mensch. 2 : 129 
Dama J. E. Gray, 1825, Ann. Phil. 26 : 342 

Dama C. Hamilton Smith, 1827, in Griffith’s edition, Cuvier, Anim. Kingdom , 
Syn. 306 

Dama J. E. Gray, 1850, Gleanings Menagerie Knowsley Hall , Horned Quad¬ 
rupeds 1 : 5 

dama, Cervus, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 67 
Odocoileus Rafinesque, 1832, Atlantic Journ. (3) : 109 
speleus , Odocoileus , Rafinesque, 1832, Atlantic Journ. (3) : 109 
virginiana, Dama, Zimmermaim, 1780, Geogr. Gesch. Mensch. 2 : 129 

CERTIFICATE 

We certify that the votes cast on Voting Paper (59)7 were cast as set out 
above, that the proposals set out in Part 1 of the Voting Paper have been duly 
adopted under the plenary powers, and that the decision so taken, being the 
decision of the International Commission, is truly recorded in the present 
Opinion No. 581. 

N. D. RILEY W. E. CHINA 

Hon. Secretary Assistant Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 

8 January 1960 



